Petitioner's proposed civil penalty of $20 IS REJECTED.
Based on my gravity and negligence findings, as well as the
prior history of six violations of the roof control standards
found in section 75.200, I simply cannot conclude that a
$20 civil penalty is reasonable.  Based on my independent
de novo consideration of this violation, including the six
statutory criteria found in section 110(i) of the Act, I
conclude that a civil penalty assessment of $150 is appropriate
and reasonable for the citation in question.

ORDER

On the basis of the foregoing findings and conclusions,
and taking into account the requirements of Section 110 (i)
of the Act, I conclude and find that the civil penalty assessments
which have been agreed upon by settlement, as well as those
imposed by me on the basis of the preponderance of the evidence
adduced in these proceedings are appropriate and reasonable
for the citations which have been affirmed.  Accordingly, the
respondent IS ORDERED to pay the civil penalties approved by
settlement or otherwise imposed by me within thirty (30) days
of these decisions and order, and upon receipt of payment by
the petitioner, these proceedings are dismissed.

eorge A. Koutras
Administrative Law Judge
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